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Osweld, sutoblogrephical; es "red"; ard Bringuier; 1/15/69 
litereture distribution, raletionas s«rine herolé “eleterg 
soerches 
@islind until todey, the following poges from CE 6 seem tc Lava 


significsnaces 


454-9 (themsrginsl merkinge sre tine). Yeginning sith the ssoucption 
that COsweld wea not elweys fully truthful in bis sutcbicgrephivel] writing, there 
remaing the cuestion, why wes he not? Also, it is not mteasary to assums he 
wes elweys uotrutbful, 

On pr@e 454 he says be eporenched ~atineimarican sunsultees in New 
Crleana. Perhnpee Sut 1 reesll neo investigstion - snd I do racell Shew's 
non-explenetion explenation of Uaweld's eelectins cf the Itv, the rregenca 
of the consulate, 

On the asus ps@es, vemarkubdly, asgeumine this to te « genuine doce 
ment, ho eaye tuat he tried to "Inflitrate” the DRE, with no loecl member but 
Sringuier, thet woul! have been cuite sa segomplishment. Howver, knowing ke 
vas the only local member, Bringuier wed the amme word to deserlke sais. “hey 
ig true, whether or oé$ he is the one who did it (and bis use of the worde 
"NU. city Attorney General” mekes me wonder - did he not know who he phoned?* 
Oswald here takes credit for the herve sment of Sringuier. This hes to be 
after he “inflitcated” and before the Sersaci tneident. In scsort, indiestion 


ha net Sringuiler more then ogee. 


456: Se sayy ha wee interrogat:d by tic polices intelligence unit 
but, remurkebie, does not wenution the 7UI, 


And on the seme page he atya his Auguat 16 operstion wes “na four’ 
maw Jompnatration™. After hin ond Stecle, this leuves two others to bw indoti- 
fledo it trus. it is e-nesistent with uncorruborsted reports I have. Odd, alm, 
that he seemed not to know of the VWiL<-fV filming ond prescnutation. 


458: He sapye he lesrned Ruccien “during ay elnovt throe y srs 
rasidence in Hoseow snd Bins". This ia false, for he apoke Russion in the 
‘erines, Pracketed with his cmiseion of the FBI cited stove, it mukes me 
wonder if hi purpose wea to hide Pfeiersl imterest, involvem:nt, etc. 


463: It was not possible to con ect him with eny left-dting 
ectivity in “ew Orleans. rc 


The reference to the dete oc the sesrch ot the Pefne recidence is 
f2lee, kmowingly felee, snd made to be consistent rdth the felsificsation of 
the other records, Which + hrve. 


466: Murine's "feeling thet you #111 loee me” aces net mund like 
the complaint of » wife denied connubliel blessings? She might be asked, if 
che is @ witneaet. 


471: Someone before me, presumentbly on the Vommerion steff, marked 
the Eettom item, in ehich Ssceld sent Warine “es photogreph 1 msde st work". 
T wonder if it ia the picture of him with the rifle, for example? 


If Gery oné@ “eul hove ony iders from the ebova, I'd welcome thet. 
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Geawald, sutoblographical; as "red"; and Bringuier; 1/15/69 
literature distribution, reletions Merina Harold Veisterg 
me. 


‘WY elisd until todey, the following pages from CD 6 seem to have 
significances 


454={9 (themerginesl mer’cings sre mine). Peginnins: nish ths assunptsion 
thet Oswald wes aot elweys fully truthful in bis sutobliogrephiv.l “ritins, there 
remsins the wusstinn, wiy was he not? ilso, it is not mcessary to asuse he 
woo ulweys untruthial. : - 

Sa page 454 he suys ha aporosched “stin-amsricsn sunsulteaes in New 
Orleans. Perhats. Sut i recsl. no investigetion - und I do recall Shaw's 
non-explenation explanation of swald's selectinn of the ITM, the presences 
of tho coneulate. 

On the sams puge, vowarebly, assumin = this to be e gemuine docu- 
ment, he says that ho tried tc “inflitrate” tha DRE. With no locel menber but 
Hringuier, thet would have been cuite an eccomplishment. However, knowing he 
was the only loess] mombsr, Bringuier wed the sme word to dseritc this. “hat 
4a true, whether or naé$ he is the ons who did it (and his use of the words 
mro, elty 4ttorney Genersl” mokea me wonder - 41d he not knor who he phoned?* 
Oswald here tekes credit for the herre«sment of Bringuier. This has to te 
after he "Anflitrseted” snd before the Corned incident. In ciort, indicstion 
he met Sringuier more than ogce. 


456: Le says he wsa iiterrogetid by the police intelligence unit 
but, remurkable, does not sacnticn the ful, 

And on the same poge he ssya his Auguat 16 operstion was “a ios 
men Aombnetration”. «fter hia and Steele, this leaves two others to he indeti- 
fiedo ii true. it is emsistent with uncorroborated reports I have. Odd, elso, 
that he seemed not to knev of the *TL-TVY filming and presentation. 


45©: Ee says he learned Huswien "during ny slnmost three y ars 
residence in <ostow 624 Minsk". This is false, for he apoks Russion in the 
“aringse Bracketed with hic omiggion of the FBI eited «bove, it “ales me 
wonder if hi- purpose was to hido felersi iuterest, involvement, stc. 


463: It was not possibl. t econ ect alm with any left-bing 
ectlvity in “ew Orleans. £ 


The reference to the date os the ssarch st the Paiine residence is 
felse, <ioningly felse, end made tc ve consistent ith the fulsificstion of 
the other records, which 1 heve, 


466: Merins’s "feeling thet y-u will loge me” does not mund like 
the compleint of 6 wife denied connubisl blessings! She might be asked, if 
she is e witness. 


471: Someone before me, presumesbly on the Yommission staff, marked 
the bottom item, in which Ssveld sent iMzrina "a photograph I made st york". 
I wender if it 4s the picture of him with the rifle, for example? 


If Gary and Paul heve any ideas from the above, I'd welcome them, 


